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Bear Bave, 

It was exciting jto hear that after so long and so great an effort your labors for 

the Indians are beginning to bear fruit. The university's change in attitude is as en- 
c our aging as it is surpassing. 

I began to read Scheim this morning and it will be my at-home reading for quite 
a while. His short prologue took me an hour. Hie first real chapter begins in an un- 
real way. he flaunts his ignorance of the unquestioned facts of the case. On that page 
he says that other things and the observations of those present at the aut^Sy say that 
the wound was in the shoulder, which it wasn't, that this is confirmedr^t^Commission' a 

pictures, ol which it had none at all, and that Oswald's rifle was^found "beside" the 
window and the sheila. It , 

With that for openers, the game looks attractive! y/yuA 

. „ . ^^folarhip includes reading all the books he could get on Walter Heather 

ignoring the basic assassination books. He uses Tink A hompson as his authority^ But like 
he does with the Report, of whioh I .am sure, I think he misrepresents what Thompson 

T i!° a ?^! ea „ t0 tHe 5 e P° rt ' and I've armotated it, what the Report did not 

f 7 * * thj ^ k that Uke BaVlu ' eot 30me of that stuff verbally and the had assistants 
searching for something to cite in footnotes. 

I was both tired and amused when I responded to > Santis, enclosed, and I should ‘ 
have rewritten the letSr but I used that time for other things. What in the world imeels 
people like him to be so stupid and to besmitch their own reputations? He obviously knows 
nothing aoout the assassination of its investigations and he ts really puerile In his 
silliness about Whitewas was copyrighted. 

with J d °?’ t e ^ peCt t0 l War u from ““ ^ Vvo «> interest in any further correspondence 
with him. I sent a copy to the editor of Notre Dane Hagazine. ^ 



• • 



' 1 Ve ! iniahad , the £ irat numbered chapters. This character does not even know 

geography of Dealey Plaea. ^ has one underpass, i»lm St only going under it, and he 
has lm J»t. tuxuiniLnto Stemmons. He says there was only one steam pipe, along the tracks, 
and there were at least two because I saw and have pictures of two. Snd more like this. 

Resumed t 3,/5/89# I was interrupted bo I mailed what I had in an envelope for you without 
this, wiiich I was adding to as I read. I'm more than halfway through his text and after a 
period of wondering whether Scheim is deliberately diahonet or not and deciding not I came 
to the clincher this morning. lesterday I began to writg about his contrived Ruby con- 
spiracy. Today I decided to check one of his footnotes out. t is to Meggher. It shocked me. 
It is enclosed. I t!dnk you may want to compare the two for yourself ... .Often he has his 
own words and then one of the superabundant footnotes. When you check them he cites a source 
only and you have to consult the source to Bee if he is fair and hinest. (like BBC on Ruby 

dying from lung cancer, which he didn t!) 

^ » 

' 1 ‘his is taking quite a bit of time because I have to hold the book while I write in 

it and because 1 am writing so much. I won t do his ap t jendices which in any event are not 

relevant to the JFK and Oswald killings, only to his nuttines, which he uses them to pad. 

But I'll: mail thjLs separately because I think you'll enjoy© it. I'll return the annotated 

book when I've fnished annotating it. 

Best, 
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By the time I'm hall-way through the text of Sohoim's book I've formed several 
distinct impressions. One is that he had no interest in the JFK assassination or Kuby's 
murder of Oswald per se. He didn't even bother to learn the most basic things about them* 

He knowns nothing aoout Healey Plaza itself and thuse writes incorrectly about such simple 
things as the streets and the Triple Unde -pass, w/iich he has as a single bridge* He knows 
so little about the Oswald killing itself he re peatedr misstates where it happened, saying 
it was on the' ramp* He knows so little about the circumstances of mojfajig Oswald from the 
building in wliich the police had him into the sheriff's custody he was actually shocked 
over the moving of the car into which he was to have been transported into place* He lias 
not bothered even to le*irn what is basic to his theory and his whole case against Ruby. 

His theory, which he misrepresents as fact and in support of hhich he has multitudinous 
footnotes - to such eminent authorities as the British "seer" Sybil Leek - is that there 
was a conspiracy (all conspiricies are maffca, whether he uses that word or notj - to give 
Ruby a phony explanation i*or his presence The^ Carlin woman was part of this conspiracy, 
as was the pimp with whom she lived* Alfa , ‘iie’olaims that the police were part of this 
conspiracy and tipped Ruby off on when Oswald would.be moved* ^his is what allowed him 
to be there afar the exquisitiely precise moment/ ^ a quite bqrong on this and it comes 
either Crom ignorance or indifference to what he can 1 1 twist to support his misconception* 
Really preconception* He has impressive lists of sources, until they, are examined and then 
considered Ctlong with his text, what he says in it and what he doesn t* I was quite 
surprised that he does not know I exist* Earlier, when I first heurd~of his book and how 
close he is to here, I as shrpsised that he had not asked fof access to what I have* 

He is not aware of it and I've asen no single citation to any of the records disclosed 
under FOIA. Well, he does not list any of my books as a source. He draws heavily, however, 
on books like Joesten's and Buchananan' s* 

His theory presented as solid fac? comes entirely apart on a single, simple fact that 
he would have known if he'd read my first book or if he'd read the Warren Commission 
information on tfhich it is, 100 /©* based. The plain and simple truth is that it was not 
.possible for the police t to tip Ruby off on the precise moment they would move Ruby be- 
bause thaj actually didn t k#ow and because they did not control it. I'm not going back 
to Whitewash or its sources becuuse I am clear eriiough on one matter, ctnd I think there 
were several x 

j 

Scheim doesn n t even say that Curry hao. told the press he would move Oa.^ald at 10 a**m 
and that thiBlfeaa delayed* He does say the whole business of Riby'a sending to the 
Carlin woman was contrived to cover Ruby's presence. # (Not a word on how Ruby got into the 
building, though^ to give him an alibi for beii^'&at at the precise moment of movement 
of Odwuld. However, after the police fiiiiahed their interrogation of Oswald tuid were 
ready to move him, this was delayed by Tom Kelley's resumption of questioning of Oswald. 

The simple truth is that'/it had not been for this land another such development, I'm 
pretty sure, involving the postal inspector)^R^y /: would have been moved from the building 
before $uby even got to Western Onion. 

Tilings like this and the almost total absence of fact about the killings leads me 
to beliWe that Scheim had no interest in them and thus didn't bother to learn anything 
aykll about them. Instead, having had this dream that the mafia did it, he concerns him- 
self exclusively about what he can say shows this. Even them, I'm satisfied he has not 
read all his sources. I think he has had access to collections of others, like HSCA's 
and perhaps individuals, has heard people speak land he has a number of mistakes in aames 
where he has them phonetically and misspelled) and uses such things. 

I On his s purees, I'm sure part are padding, liktjlie copies library cards and includes 
them as references for o£ers to use while giving the impression that he also used them. 

He cannot possibly have read them all, ^Particularly not because as he does not indicate 
in his hardback of 198B, he had the book done and published in 1980.) 

_ "e has no reference at all to .the evidence of the ** writes a b <>ut the 

JFK assassination without mention of the autapsy or the ballistics and other evidence. 







on 
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He does not uention^the rifl3 and he makes ncT mention of' and cites no* sourceSTin the 
Commission's evidence. 

"Evidence" and "perjury" are words he does not understand. To him anything he can 
castigate as untruth is perjury. I mear\thut to him if someone is quoted by the FBI as 
having said something he does not believe he characterizes that as perjury. He also 
refe.-sV'to statements attributed to people as testimony. 

iiis arrogance ol spirit is equalled by his sublime self-confidence in what he writes' 
without any realization that he is really writing a novel. 

1 also have the impression that Scheim has led a sheltered life and knows little 
aoout people who come from the lower strata of life. does ©ot believe and he cannot 
understand that real people like the Carlin woman and u eorge Senator can be genuinely 
scared to death, as without question they were. He refers regularly andoften to narcotics 
and the mafia and *uby being into narcotics but he had no indications that some of those 
people from the lwper doptgH may have used them, such as some of Ruby's strippers when they 
are so confused about events of which they were part. However, if he had the faintest 
glimmer he'd have lost part os his mumbojumbo conspiracy to establish an alibi for Ruby's 
presence. (Of course this would not have prevented his capture, so there is little real 
point^dn it anyway.) There also is no point in this conspiracy nonsense because it is 
apparent that ^uby could have killed Oswald the night of the "press conference" and did 
not do it. He could have carried hie gun then and had he premeditated I think it is certain 
that no d^ve. had it every time he tried to get into that building. 

"Hen hexinde contradictory accounts he invariably uses the one consistent with his 
preconcpetion. Example ks the above wfuby said he had the gun with him that night and 
that he didn’t. Therefore he lied when he said he'd had it with him when he didn't. Lost 

in this is the certainty that if he'd planned to kill Oswald all along he would never 
have been without the means of doing it. 

V 

3“®* about tliat all crime is mafia, although he used words like the "Mob" 

' f- Wiiya with a C *»P. "syndicate" and organized crime and others. He reularly misuses words 
like "close", "associate," to give the impression of tight closeness. At one^pEpThe lists 

these kinds of contacts with AW and some of them are only a single contact, moeWn 
Ntuby's initiative. V 

Scheim may think he is honest and scholarly but he is not honest and the only 
question is waS he ignorant or does he misropresente delibsately, does he exaggerate, 
and exaggerations are basic in this book, from lack of knowledge, from sincerity or 
dishonesty. (I am inclined to thing ignorance and sincerity. cl 4 - > w h* fin w): 

It is hard to image a book about two killings that say so very little about either 
UhOA one exc «Pt to flaunt ignorance about both. He found no need for such things but he has 
a cha pter on Nixon and the mafia, another on the Reagan administration, almost ni» 
Appendices. They may relate to the mafia but not to the crimes about which he supposed 
writ03 * ®11 the sources on the mafia fa ave relevance only i d he can pin the crimes 
'/VbWJL on-4hemr-How-he-eveja dared without giving full details of both and can consider hin« 

1 aae ' Bn t>t° n !k ' * ,0n hon ? 3ty ' later 3/5/89, I decided to check one of 

his louthotes, 144 on page 163* He uses Megjaher for a quotation of Ruby alleging there had 

"d e athbed" 3P ft Cy ’ fV ta H te “ ent to reporteVTof 3/19/65.^'Wts her refere^fto his 
h f 1’ ^ 86Cret With hia la ^ er3 ' connivance, that he was alone, 

siJem^r c ^tS^ n ° >r. 3P1 W ^ n ° P^^tation, an impulsive act. This deathbed 

tha br^ ^ /a ‘ oonece P t ° f integrity is to omit it altogether while 

° t8 that VOry 30UXCe at that ^ for the exact opposite. Under the 
title Ruby s Final statement" the one thing Scheim makes no reference to is his final state- 
ment. There was one, ta^d and published, as Scheim does not say. He qu^af^^ 

statement several hd made much earlier and disowned in his last one. As personal 
- £rit> and aa scholarship I regard this as outrageous and unpardonable. 



